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Tranſubſtantiation. 
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DISCOURSE 


AGAINST | 
TRANSUBSTANTIATION. 


ONCERNING the Sacrament of the 
Lord's Supper, one of the two great politive 
Inſtitutions of the Chriſtian Religion, there 
are two main Points of difference between 

Us and the Church of Rome. —— 


both kinds; ee 
Scripture and our Saviour 's Inſtitution on our fide, 
— -+ that our Adverfaries themſelves 
not 
Of the # of theſe I ſhall now treat, and endea- 
2 2 — That in 
Sacrament there is no ſubſtantial Change made 
the Elements of Bread and Wine into the natural 4 
and Blood of Chrift; that Body which was born of 
the Virgin Mary, and ſuffered upon the Croſs ; for 
Teen Can apes ene 
engage in this Argument, I cannot but 
412 
by che hols 1382 — 1 


a Matter of Senſe; which is one of thoſe things | 
which Ariſlot 
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10 A Diſcourſe againſt 


Paſſover is our Saviour and our : Not that they 


believed the Paſchal Lamb to be ſubſtantially changed |. 


either into God their Saviour who delivered them our 
of the Land of Egypt, or into the Meſſias the Saviour 
they expetted, and who was ſignified by it : Bu 
this Lamb which they did eat did repreſent to them, 


and put them in mind of that Salvation which God | 
— hp their Fathers in Egypt, when by the flag 1e 


ing of a Lamb, and ſpri the Blood of it upon 
their | ed over and 


to communicate, or to be made Partakers of the 
of Chrift which was broken, and of his Blood whi 
was ſhed for us, that is, of the real Benefits of his 


of Chrift ? The Bread which we break, 
Communion of the Body of Chriſt? But 
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Tranſubſiantiation. T3 
Oy CIT GEES I proceed 
to » 
adly, That this Doctrine is not grounded upon 
the perpetual Belief of the Chriſtian Church, which 
the Church of Rome vainly pretends as an Evidence 
that the Church did always underſtand and interpret 
our Saviour s Words in this Senſe. 

To manifeſt the Groundleſſneſs of this Pretence, 
I ſhall, 1. Shew by plain Teſtimony of the Fathers 
in ſeveral that this Doctrine was not the Be- 
lief of the ancient Chriſtian Church. 2. I ſhall ſhew 
the time and occaſion of its coming in, and by 

7 and was eſtabliſhed in the 


| C ; 
which we alſo readily acknowledge. They fay in- 


we 
deed, that the Elements of Bread and Wine do, by 
vine 


into the Subſtance of our Bodies; 
Chriſt in the Sacrament is not hi 


the Sign and Fi of it 3 not i 

— og which was upon the 

Croſs ; and. that it „„ 
* ar 


14 A Diſcourſe againſt 

ing of the Fleſh of the Son of Man and drinking A 
Blood literally: all which are directly oppoſite to 
the Doctrine of Tranſubſtantiation, and utterly in- 
conſiſtent with it. I will ſelect but ſome few Teſti- 
monies of many things which I might bring to this 


e. 

1 in with Juſtin Martyr, who fays expreſly, 
that 2 Fleſh are nearifbed by the com. 
verſion of that Food which we receive in the Eu- 
chariſt : But that cannot be the natural Body and 
Blood of Chriſt, for no Man will ſay that that is 
converted into the Nouriſhment of our Bodies. 

The Second is Trenaus, who ſpeaking of this Sa- 
crament ſays, that the Bread which is from the Earth, 
receiving the divine Invocation, is now no longer com- 

mon Bread, but the Euchariſt (or Sacrament) con- 
(ofting of two things, the one earthly, the other bea- 
venly, He ſays it is no longer common Bread, but 
after Invocation or Conſecration, it becomes the 
Sacrament, that is, Bread ſanctified, conſiſting of 


thing is Bead, and the heavenly i the Divine nel 
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Tran ſubſtantiatioun. 15 
be not now extant in thoſe Works of his which re- 
main, yet hath been preſerved by * Oecumenius, and 
it is this: When (ſays he) the Greeks had taken ſome 
Servants of the Chriſtian Catechumeni, (that is, ſuch 
as had not been admitted to the Sacrament) and af- 
terwards urged them by Violence to tell them ſome of 
the Secrets of the Chriſtians, theſe Servants having 
nothing to ſay that might gratify thoſe who offered 
Violence to them, except only that they had heard from 
their Maſters, that the Divine Communion was the 
Blood and Body of Chriſt, they thinking that it was 
really Blood and Fleſb, declared as much to thoſe that 
queſtioned them. The Greeks taking this as if it were 
really done by the Chriſlians, diſcovered it to others of 
the Greeks; who hereupon put Sanctus and Blandina 
to the Torture to make them conſeſs it. To whom 
Blandina boldly anſwered, How could they endure to 
do this, who by way of Exerciſe (or Abſtinence) do 
nor eat that Fleſh which may lawfully be eaten ? By 
which it appears that this which they would have 
charged upon Chriſtians, as if they had literally eaten 
the Fleſh and Blood of Chrift in the Sacrament, was 
a falſe Accuſation which theſe Martyrs denied, ſay- 
ing they were fo far from that, that they for their 
part did not eat any Fleſh at all. 

The next is Tertullian, who proves againſt Marcion 
the Heretick, that the Body of our Saviour was not 
a mere Phantaſm and Appearance, but a real Body, 
becauſe the Sacrament is a Figure and Image of his 

z and if there be an Image of his Body, he 
have a real Body, otherwiſe the Sacrament 
would be an Image of an Image. His Words are 
theſe : * The Bread which our Saviour took and diftri- 


— 


T Com. in 1 Pet. c. 3. * Advoſ. Marcienem, I. 4. 
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16 A Diſcourſe againſt 

buted to his Diſciples, he made his own Body, ſaying 

this is my Body, that is, the Image or Figure of my 

Body. But it could not have been the Figure of his 

Body, if there had not been a true and real Body. 
arguing againſt the Scepticks, who denied the 


Certainty of Senſe, he uſeth this Argument: That 


if we queftion our Senſes, we may doubt whether 
our bleſſed Saviour were not deceived in what he 
heard, and ſaw, and touch'd. * He might (ſays he) 
be deceived in the Voice from Heaven, in the ſmell of 
the Ointment with which he was anointed againſt his 
Burial, and in the taſte of the Wine which he conſe- 
crated in remembrance of his Blood. So that it ſeems 
we are to truſt our Senſes, even in the matter of 
the Sacrament: And if that be true, the Doctrine of 
Tranſubſftantiation is certainly falſe, 

Origen in his Comment on Matth. 15. ſpeaking 
of the Sacrament, hath this Paſſage : That Food 
which is ſanctiſed by the Word of God and Prayer; 
as to that of it which is material, goeth into the Belly 
and is caſt out into the Dranght ; which none will 
ſurely ſay of the Body of Chriſt. And afterwards he 
adds by way of Explication, 1: is not the Matter of 
the Bread, but the Words which are ſpoken over it, 
which proficeth him that worthily eateth the Lord; 
and this (he ſays) he had ſpoken concerning the Typi- 
cal and ical Body. So that the Matter of 
Bread remaineth in the Sacrament, and this Origen 
calls the Typical and Symbolical Body of Chriſt ; and 
it is not the natural Body of Chriſt which is there 
eaten ; for the Food eaten in the Sacrament, as to 
that of it which is material, goeth into the Belly and 
is caſt out into the Draught, This Teſtimony is fo 
very plain in the Cauſe, that Sextus Senenſis ſuſpects 


© Lib. de Anima, . 31g. 3 Edit. Hueti?, 
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Tran ſubſlant iat ion. 17 
this place of Origen was depraved by the Hereticks. 
22 3 it to be Ori- 
gens, but rejects his Teſtimony, becauſe he was ac- 
cuſed of Hereſy by ſome of the Fathers, and ſays, 
he talks like a Heretick in this place. So that with 
much ado this Teſtimony is yielded to us. The 
ſame Father in his Homilies upon Leviticus ſpeaks 
thus : There is alſo in the New Teſtament a Letter 
which kills him who doth not ſpiri underſtand 
thoſe things which are ſaid; for if we take according 
to the Letter that which is ſaid, EXCEPT YE 
EAT MY FLESH AND DRINK ur 
BLOOD, this Letter kills, And this alſo is a kil- 
ling Teſtimony, and not to be anſwer'd but in Car- 
777 
tic 

St. Cyprian hath a whole Epiſtle to Cecilia, a- 
gainſt thoſe who gave the Communion in Water 
only without rn 
Argument againſt is thi t of Chriſt 
with which we are redeemed and qui cannot 


ſeem to be in the Cup, when there 1s no Wine in the 


Cup by which the Blood of Chriſt is repreſented : and 
afterwards he ſays, that contrary to the Evangelical 
and Apoſtolical Doctrine, Water was in ſome Places 
offer'd (or given) in the Lord's Cup, which (ſays he) 
alone cannot expreſs (or repreſent) the Blood of Chriſt. 
And laſtly he tells us, that by Water the People is 
underſtood, by Wine the Blood of Chrift is ſhewn (or 
repreſented) but when in the Cup Water is mingled 
with Wine, the People is * to 8222 
according to this Argument, Wine in men- 
tal Cep is no otherwiſe changed into the Blood of 
Cirift, than the Water mixed with it is changed into 
the People, which are ſaid to be united to Chriſt. 
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18 A Diſcourſe againſt 
I omit many others, and paſs to St. Auſtin in the 
fourth Age wad Chriſt. And I the rather inſiſt upon 
his Teſtimony, becauſe of his eminent Eſteem and 
in t e Laris Church; and he alſo calls the 
Elements of the Sacrament, the Figure and Sign of 


Chriſt's Body and Blood. In his Book againſt Ada- 
mantus the Manichee, we have this Expreſſion ; Qur 
Lord did not doubt ts ſay, this is my Body, when he 
gave the Sign 8 And in his Explication 


on the third Pſalm, 88 of Judas, whom our 
Lord admitted to his „ in which (ſays he) 
® be commended and deliv to his Diſciples the Fi 


gure of his Body; La e which would now be 
confired for Hevely in e Church of Rome.. Indeed 
he was never acous'd k 
ſays Origen was, but he talks as like one as Origen 
— And in his Comment on the g3th Pſalm, 


young of the Offence which the Diſciples took at 
Say B | 
= wy os po , ogra roy Fg > cate he brings in 
our Saviour ſpeaking thus to them, . 
fand ſpiritually, what I have ſaid unto you ; 
not to eat this Body which ye ſet, and to hes 
Blood which ſhall be ſhed by thoſe that ſhall crucify 
— — ve you 26 
W iritually under will grve you Life. 
What more oppoſite to the Doctrine of Tranſub- 
S than that the Diſciples were not to eat 
28 Chriſt which they ſaw, nor to drink that 
Blood which was ſhed upon the Croſs, but that all 
this was to be underſtood fpirimuall and according 
to the nature of © Par for that Body, he tells 
us, is not here but in Heaven, in his Comment upon 
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Tranſubſiantiation. 19 
theſe Words, Ae ye have not always. He ſpeaks 
(ſays he) of the Preſence of his _ ve ſhail have 
me according to my Providence, to Majeſty 
and inviſible Grace; but — Gorges to the Fleſh whic 
the Word aſſumed, according to that which was born 
of the Virgin Mary, ye ſhall not have me: t 
becauſe he converſed with his phy, forty days, he 
is aſcended up into | 

In his 23d Epiſtle 93 (ſays he) 
had not ſome Reſemblance of of thoſe Things whereof 
are Sacraments, they would not be Sacraments at 
: but from this reſemblance they take for the moſt 
part the Names of the Things which they ent. 
as the Sacrament of the Body of Chriſt is in 
ſome manner or ſenſe Chriſt's Body, and the Sacra- 
ment of his is the Blood of Chrift ; ſo the Sacra- 
ment of Faith (meaning Baptiſmr) is Faich. Upon 
which Words of St. Axffin there is this remarkable 
Gloſs in their own Canon Law : 3 The heavenly Sa- 
crament which truly — the _ of Chriſt, is 
called the Body of ChrifÞ ; but improperly : whence it 
it ſaid, that after a manner, but not according to the 
— EST but the Myſtery of the thing, fig- 
nified ; ſo meaning is, it is called the Body. 
of Chriſt, that is, it ſigniſes the Body of Chrift : And 
if this be St. Auſtin's meaning, I am ſure no Prote- 
Pant ow more plainly againſt Tranſubflantia- 

the ancient Canen of the Maſs, before 
« 28 chang d in compliance with this new Doc-. 
trine, it is expreſly called a Sacrament, a Sign, an 
Image, and a Figure of Chrift's Body. To which I 
will add that remarkable Paſſage of St. Auſtin cited 
by “ Gratian, That as we receive the Similitude of his. 


3 


* H. Tom. 2. , 9. 3; Ds 
ſecret. A. 2. Hoc 


De conſecrat. dift. 2. Se, Ut. 
dift. 2. 
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20 A Diſcourſe againſt 
Death in Baptiſm, ſo we may alſo receive the Like 
meſs of his Fleſh and Blood, that ſo neither may Truth 

| be wanting m the Sacrament, nor Pagans have occa» 
1 
that was 

I will mention but one Teſtimony more of this 
Father, but ſo clear a one, as it is impoſſible any 


Man in his Wits, that had believed Tranſubſtantia- 


Zion, could have utter d. It is in his Treatiſe "de 
doctrina Chriſtiana ; where laying down ſeveral Rules 


for the underſtanding of Scripture, he gives 
the . 0. If (ſays he) the Speech © 2 Pegs 
forbidding ſome heinous Wickedneſs or Crime, or com- 
manding us to do good, it is not figurative ; but if it 
ſeem to command any heinous Wickedneſs or Crime, or 
to forbid that which is profitable or beneficial to others, 


it is figurative. For example, Except ye eat the Fleſh 
of the Son of Man and drink his Blood, ye have no 


Life in you This ſeems to command a heinous Wie- 


kedneſs and Crime, therefore it is a Figure ; command- 
ing ws te communicate of the Paſſion of our Lord, and 
with delight and advantage to lay up in our —_—y 
that his Fleſh was crucified and wounded for us. 80 
that, according to St. Auſtin's beſt Skill in i 

ing Scripture, the — eating of the Fleſh of Chriſt, 
and his Blood, would have been a great 
ety ; 2 LI e 
derſtood figzratively ; not as Cardinal Perron would 
have it, only in oppoſition to the eating of his Fleſh 


and Blood in the þ pm 8 | 
oY his natural Body 
whatſoever: For 


Blood, but to the real eating of 
and Blood under any A 
Sr. Auſtin doth not ſay, this is 2 


figurative Speech 


wherein we are commanded really to feed upon the 


— 
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Tran ſubſtant iat ion. 21 

natural Body and Blood of Chriſt under the Species 

of Bread and Wine, as the Cardinal would under. 

ſtand him; for then the Speech would be literal and 
not figurative : But he ſays, this is a | _— 

| wherein we are commanded alp ws f upon 
the remembrance of his Paſſion, 

To theſe Iwill add but three or four Teſtimonies 
more in the ruo following Ages. 
| The firſt ſhall be of Theodoret, who ſpeaking of 
| * that Prophecy of Jacob concerning our Saviour, hs 
waſhed his Garments in Wine, and his Clothes in the 
Blood of Grapes, hath theſe Words, * As we call the 
myſtical Fruit of the Vine (that is, the Wine in the 
Sacrament) after Conſecration the Blood of the Lord, 


which is the Symbol of his Blood, his Blood: For, 
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| fays he, he would have thoſe who partake of the Di- 
| wine Myſteries not to attend to the Nature of the Things 
which are ſeen, but by the change of Names to believe 
the Change which is made by Grace; for he who call'd 
that, which by Nature is a Body, Wheat and Bread, 


[ ** ks — 


Sen. 49. 11 > Dialog, 1. 


and 


22 Diſcourſe acainſi 

and again likewiſe call d himſelf the Vine, he honour'd 
the Symbols with the Name of his Bedy and Blood 
wot changing Nature, but adding Grace to Nature. 
Where you ſee he ſays expreſly, that when he call'd 
the Symbols or Elements of the Sacrament, viz. Bread 
and Wine, his Body and Blood, he made no Change 
in the Nature of the Things, only added Grace to 
Nature, that is, by the Divine Grace and Bleſſing he 


raiſed them to a ſpiritual and ſupernatural Virtue | 


and Efficacy. 
The Second is of the ſame Theodoret, in his ſecond 
between a Catholick under the Name of 


ziftes ; who maintaining that the Humanity of Chriſt 
was chang'd into the Subſtance of the Divinity (which 
was the Hereſy of Eutyches) he illuſtrates the matter 


Lord's Body and Blood are one thing before the Invoca- 


another thing; ſo the Body of our Lord 
after bis Aſc is changed into the Divine Sub» 


But what ſays the Catholick Orthodexus to 
is ? why, he talks juſt like one of Cardinal Per- 
ron's Hereticks ; Thow art, ſays he, caught in thine 
n Net, becauſe the myſtical Symbols after Conſecra» 
weed uh wh » out of their own Nature; for they 
former Subſtance, Figure and Appea- 

rance, and may be ſeen a 
He does not only deny the outward Figure and Ap- 
pearance of the Symbols to be chang'd, but the Na- 
ture and Subſtance of them, even in the and 
ſtricteſt ſenſe of the word Subſtance ; it was ne- 
ceſſary ſo to do, otherwiſe he had not given a 
nent Anſwer to the Similitude urg'd againſt 2 
The next is one of their own Popes, Gelaſius, 


who s the ſame Inſtance the bey. 
bring — 


Dialogue 
Orthodoxus, and a Heretick under the Name of Fra- 


by this Similitude: 4s, ſays he, the Symbols of the | 
ton of the Prieff, vinh, bue after the Twvecation are changed 
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Tran ſubſtant iat ion. 23 
chians : * Surely, ſays he, the Sacraments which we 
receive of the Body and Blood of our Lord are a Divine 
Thing, ſo that by them we are made Partakers of a 
Divine Nature, and yet it ceaſeth not to be the Sub- 
ſtance or Nature of Bread and Wine; and certainly 
the Image and Reſemblance of Chriſt's Body and Blood 
are celebrated in the Action of the Myſteries, that is, 
in the Sacrament. To make this Inſtance of 


'd 


The laſt Teſtimony I ſhall produce is of Facundws 
| an African Biſhop, who lived in the 6th Century. 


Upon occaſion of juſtifying an n of one 
who had rrp lion gr fron pe ge gr 
Sons, he reaſons thus: Chriſt vouchſaſed to receive 
| the Sacrament of Adoption both when he was cir- 
cumciſed and baptized : And the Sacrament of 4 
dien may be called Adoption, as the Sacrament of hi 
Blood, which is in the conſecrated Bread 
is by us called his Body and Blood : not that 
ſays he, is properly his Body and the Cup 
becauſe they contain in them the My- 
his Body and Blood : hence our Lord himſelf 
the bleſſed Bread and Cup. which he gave to his 
;{ciples, his Body and Blood. Can any Man after 
believe that it was then, and had ever been, the 
received Doctrine of the Chriſtian 
that the Bread and Wine in the Sacrament 
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2 The. And 5 Alphonſus à Caſtro 7551 plainly, 
erning the Tranſubſtantiation of the 
into the Body of Chriſt, there is ſeldom any 
tiow in the ancient Writers: And who i 
gine that theſe learned Men would have 
ancient Church and Fathers to have been fo 


Strangers to this Doctrine, had they thought it 


2 In Sent, I. . 
| 3 De Euchar, I. 1. p. 148. 
* In 1 Epiſt. ad Corinch. c. 7. citane etiam Salmerone, Tom. 9. 
T:a&, 16. p. 408. 
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Tran ſub ſlant iat ion. 25 
have been the perpetual Belief of the Church? I 
ſhall now in the 
Second Place, give an account of the particular time 
and occaſion of the coming in of this Doctrine, and 
by what Steps and Degrees it up and was ad- 
vanced into an Article of Faith in the Komiſh Church. 
The Doctrine of the corporeal Preſence of Chriſt was 
firſt ſtarted upon occaſion of the Diſpute about the 
Worſhip? of Images, in oppoſition whereto the Synod 
of Conſtantinople, about the Year 750, did argue 
thus : That our Lord having left us no other Image 
of himſelf but the Sacrament, in which the Subſtance 
of Bread is the Image of his Body, we ought to 
make no other Image of our Lord. In Anſwer to 
this Argument, the ſecond Council of Nice, in the 
Year 787, did declare, That the after 
Conſecration, is not the Image Amitype of 
Chriſt's Body and Blood, but is properly his Body 
and Blood. So that the corporeal Preſence of the Body 
of Chriſt in the Sacrament, was firſt brought in to 
ſupport the flupid Worſhip of Images: And indeed it 
could never have come in upon a more proper oc- 
cafion, nor have been applied to a fitter purpoſe. 
And here I cannot but take notice how well this 
ces with Bellarmine s Obſervation, that zone of 
the Ancients who wrote of Hereſies, hath put this Error 
(viz. of denying Tranſubſtantiation) in his Catalogue ; 
nor did any of the Ancients diſpute againſs this Error 
for the firſt 600 Tears. Which is very true, becauſe 
there could be no occaſion then to diſpute againſt 
thoſe who denied Tranſub ſtantiation, ſince, as I 
have ſhewn, this Doctrine was not in being, unleſs 
among the Eutychian Hereticks, for the firſt 600 
Years and more. But * Bellarmine goes on, and tells 
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_— — of Mentz, about the Year 847, 

the very Words of Paſcaſius, wherein he 
ivered this Doctrine, hath this remarkable 
| ea. concerning the * 
F late not 
— Sacrament 
aid that this is the Body 
was born of the Virgin 


Afterwards in the Year 1039. when Berengarius 
in France and Germany had rais'd a freſh Oppoſition + 
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A Diſcourſe againſt 
zinſt this Doctrine, he was compell'd to recant it 
Pope pe r in theſe 
» That the Bread and Wine which are ſet 
the Altar, aſter the Conſecrati 


s, (which in 
trine of the Church of Rome) 
able to believe Trazſubſtantiation i 
thing I know, appear to be ſound S&nſe; yet to 
that cannot believe ſo, it appears to ; 


About 20 Years after, in the Year 1079, 
Gregory VIlth began to be ſenſible of this Abſur- 
dity z and therefore in another Council at Rome made 
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Tranſubſlantiation. 33 
to have been. For of all forts of Impoſſibles no- 
thing is more evidently ſo, than to make that which 
hath been not to have been. All the Reaſon in the 
World is too weak to cope with ſo tough and obſti- 
nate a Difficulty. And I have often wonder'd how 
a Man of Monſieur Arnauld's great Wit and ſharp 

e in 


of Reaſon againſt 
Faft : A thing, if it be poſlible, of urdity 
with what he pretends to demonſtrate, Tranſubflan- 
tration it ſelf. I proceed to the 
Third pretended Ground of this Doctrine of Tran- 
ſubſtantiation ; and that is, The infallible Authority 
of the preſent Church to make and declare new Articles 
of Faith. And this in Truth is the Ground into which 
the moſt of the learned Men of their Church did 
heretofore, and many do ſtill, reſolve their Belief of 
this Doctrine: And, as I have already ſhewn, do 
22 that they ſee no ſufficient Reaſon, either 
Scripture or Tradition, for the Belief of it: 

And that they ſhould have believed the contrary, 
had not the Determination of the Church obliged 
them otherwiſe. 

But if this Doctrine be obtruded upon the World 
_y of the Authority of the Roman 

„ and the Declaration of the Council under 

Pope Gregory the VII:h, or of the Lateran Council 
under Innocent the IIIa, then it is a plain Innovation 
in the Chriftian Doctrine, and a new Article of Faith 
impoſed the Chriſtian World. And if any 
Church hath this Power, the Chriſtian Faith may be 
enlarged and changed as often as Men pleaſe ; and 
that which is no part of our Saviour's Doctrine, 

„any thing, tho ever ſo abſurd and unreaſon- 
able, may become an Article of Faith, obliging all 


34 A Diſcourſe againſt | 
Chriſtians to the Belief of it, whenever the Church 
of Rome ſhall think fit to ſtamp her Authority upon 
it : which would make Chriſtianity a moſt uncertain 
and endleſs thing. 

The fourth pretended Ground of this Doctrine is, 
The Neceſſity of ſuch a Change as this in the Sacra 


ment, to the Comfort and Benefit of thoſe who receru 
ir. But there is no Colour for this, if the Thing be 
y conſidered : Becauſe the Comfort and Benefit 


of the Sacrament depend upon the Bleſſing annexed | 


to the Inſtitution. And as Vater in Baptiſm, with- 


out any ſubſtantial Change made in that Element, | 


ed, and receive it with a right Preparation and Diſ- 


poſition of Mind, but upon the ſupernatural Bleſſing 


that goes along with it, and makes it effectual to 
thoſe ſpiritual Ends for which it was appointed. 
The Fifth and laſt pretended Ground of this Doc- 


trine is, to magnify the Power of the my 


Dessen ea s ene esse 89:28 & 


| 


» 


5 5 * 


r 


— m.. 


TT SSS LTF hed OT TFA 


| 


Tranſubſtantiation. 35 
able to work ſo great a Miracle. And this with great 


Pride and Pomp is often urg d by them as a tran» 
ſcendent Inſtance of the Divine Wiſdom, to find 
out ſo admirable a way to raiſe the Power and Re- 
verence of the Prieſt, that he ſhould be able every 
Day, and as often as he pleaſes, by ing a few 
Words, to work ſo miraculous a Change, and (as 
they love moſt abſurdly and blaſſ y to ſpeak) 


to make God himſelf. 

But this is to to a Power above that of 
God himſelf, for he did not, nor cannot make him. 
ſelf, nor do any thing that implies a Contradiction, 
as Tranſubſtantiation evidently does in their 
ing to make God. For to make that which already 
is, and make that no which always was, is not 
only vain and trifling if it could be done, but im- 
le, becauſe it implies a Contradiction. 

And what if after all, Tranſubſtantiation, if it 
were poſlible, and wrought by the Prieſt, 
yet be no Miracle; For there are two things 
neceſſary to a Miracle, that there be a 
Effect 3 and that this Effect be evident to 
Senſe. So that tho a ſupernatural Effect be wrought, 
yet if it be not evident to Senſe, it is to all the ends 
and purpoſes of a Miracle as if it were not; and 
can be no Teſtimony or Proof of any thing, becauſe 
it ſelf ſtands in need of another Miracle to give Te- 
ſtimony to it, and to prove that it was wrought. 
And neither in Scripture, nor in profane 
nor in common uſe of Speech, is any thing call'd a 
Miracle but what falls under the notice of our Senſes? 
A Miracle being nothing elſe but a ſupernatural Ef 
feft evident to Senſe, the great end and deſign where- 
of is to be a ſenſible Proof and Conviction to us of 
ſomething that we do not ſee. 

And for want of this Condition, Tranſubſtantia- 
tion, if it were true, would be no Miracle. It 
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would be indeed very ſupernatural, but for all that 
it would not be a Sign or Miracle: For a Sign or 
Miracle is always a thing ſenſible, otherwiſe it could 
be no Sign. DD 
ed in Trauſubftantiation ſhould y be wrought, 


as they were before : And that a thing 
main to all ap nce juſt as it was, hath nothing 
at all of wonder in it; we wonder indeed when we 
ſee a ſtrange thing done, but no Man wonders when 
he ſees — done. So that Tranſubſtaniation, 
if they will have it a Miracle, is ſuch a Miracle 
as any Man may work that hath but the Confidence 
to face Men down that he works it, and the fortune 
to be believed : And tho the Church of Rome 


magnify their Prieſts upon account of this Miracle, 


which they can work every Day and eve 
Hour, => 1 underſtand Reaſon of 11 
for when this great Work (as they call it) is done, 
there is nothing more appears to be done than if there 
were no Miracle: Now ſuch a Miracle, as to all Ap- 
is no Miracle, I fee no Reaſon why a Pro- 
teſtant Miniſter, as well as a Popiſh Prieſt, may not 
work as often as he pleaſes; or if he can but have 
the Patience to let it alone, it will work it ſelf For 
ſurely nothing in the World is eaſier than to let a 
thing be as it is, and by ſpeaking a few Words over 
it, to make it juſt what it was before. Every Man, 
every Day, 1 ten thouſand ſuch Miracles. 
And thus I have diſpatched the firſt Part of my 
Diſcourſe, which was to conſider the pretended 
Grounds and Reaſons of the Church of Rome for 
this Doctrine, and to ſhew the Weakneſs and In- 
ſufficiency of them. I come in the 
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